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Progress of Comparative PMloIogy.

There have been of late repeated complaints, chiefly
on the part of classical scholars, that Comparative
Philology has produced nothing really new since the
days of Bopp, Pott, and Grimm, while on the other
hand we have been told that new eras are constantly
dawning upon us, and that everything written before
each successive era is perfectly antiquated, prescien-
tific, antediluvian. The truth lies, as usual, between
the two extremes. Comparative philologists have not
been idle, though, of course, after a new world has
once boon discovered, we must, not expect immediately
another Columbus. There has been neither stagna-
tion, nor have there been any cataclysms. Like every
vigorous science, the Science of Language has grown
and is growing with that steady continuity which is
the surest sign of a healthy life.

Relationship of X*ang'nag>6@.

Let us look at some of the more important problems.
The relationship of languages has not been much
modified of Into years, ami the principles of classifica-
tion have remained much the same. Thirty years
ago, it was a recognised principle that languages must
be classified according to their grammar, not accord-
ing to their dictionary, because, though the dictionary
might bo mixed, the grammar could never be so.
Aftor a time this statement seemed too dogmatic, and
very learned books were written to prove that no